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1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)DAII b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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RESPONSE TO PETITION FOR REVIVAL 

1 . Claims 1 , 3-8, and 11-13 remain for further examination. 

The old rejection maintained 

2. Applicant's arguments and amendments with respect to claims 1, 3-8, and 11-13 
filed on June 02, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be 
persuasive for the claims 1, 3-8, and 11-13. The rejection is respectfully maintained as 
set forth in the last Office Action mailed on December 12, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103(a) 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1 , 3-8, and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goertzel et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,208,952) in view of Osborne (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,790,804). 

5. Goertzel teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method and 
system for delayed registration of protocols (see abstract). 
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6. As to claim 1 , Goertzel teaches a Communication method in a first network 
comprising at least two devices, a first device including an application and a second 
device including means for connecting to a network the method comprises the steps of: 
receiving, by the second device, a request from the first device for opening a connection 
between the first device and the second device, the request contains a network 
application protocol identifier, corresponding to a protocol chosen among a plurality of 
protocols supported by the second device, to identify a network application protocol to 
be used over the connection for exchanging information between the first device and a 
network server (figures 1-5; and column 4 line 36 to column 5 line 20, Goertzel 
discloses that when the client computer needs to communicate with the server, a 
request is sent to the server process 270 which includes the list of supported protocols 
and the network application used for communication); receiving, by the second device, 
a network protocol request under the format of the network application protocol from the 
first device (column 5 lines 1-20, Goertzel discloses that the client sends a request to 
the server process 270); forwarding the internet protocol request from the second 
device to a network server (column 4 lines 36-59 and column 5 lines 1-30, Goertzel 
discloses that the request is forwarded to the server process through the 
communication process); upon receipt, transferring a response from the network server 
to the first device through the second device over the first network (column 5 lines 1 -67, 
Goertzel discloses that the communication response is forwarded from the 
communication process which originated from the server process). 
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However, Goertzel fails to teach the claimed limitation of an Internet server. 
Goertzel does teach that the server handles TCP/IP communication protocol (figures 2- 
3s and 12; and column 4 lines 35-59, server system having a RPCSS server handles 
TCP/IP communication protocol and act as Internet server). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Goertzel by 
specifying the network serve as an Internet server since the same functionality of 
communicating using TCP/IP protocol is achieved. 

However, Goertzel does not teach that the request by the first device includes a 
message buffer size allocated to message reception by the first device for the 
connection on the first network. Osborne does teach that the request by the first device 
includes a message buffer size allocated to message reception by the first device for 
the connection on the first network (see abstract; figure 12; column 5 lines 7-41 ; and 
column 16 line 46 to column 17 line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Osborne stated above in the 
communication method of Goertzel because it would have achieved low overhead in 
multi-user network and processor environment, and saved considerable processing 
time, which leads to improved network operation. 
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7. As to claim 3, Osborne teaches that a response by the second device to the 
request for opening a connection includes the message buffer size allocated to the 
connection on the first network by the second device (figure 12; and column 16 line 46 
to column 17 line 5). 

8. As to claim 4, Osborne teaches that on the first network the sending device splits 
data to be sent to receiving device into messages of a size which is smaller than the 
size of the message buffer of the receiving device (figure 12; and column 16 line 46 to 
column 17 line 5). 

9. As to claim 5, Goertzel teaches the step of sending, by the second device a list of 
network application protocols supported by the second device upon request from the 
first device (column 5 lines 1-20). 

1 0. As to claim 6, Goertzel teaches the step of receiving by the second device from 
the first device, an address of a function of the first device, the second device sending 
network responses to the first device as parameters of a call of the function (columns 
5-6). 
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11. As to claim 7, Goertzel teaches that the second device attributes a connection 
identifier to a connection requested by the first device, the connection identifier being 
sent from the first device to the second device as acknowledgment of receipt for the 
request for opening the connection (columns 5-7). 

1 2. As to claim 8, Goertzel teaches that the first and second devices systematically 
use the connection identifier as parameter for function calls by the first device to the 
second device or vice-versa (columns 5-9). 

1 3. Claims 1 1 -1 3 do not teach or define any new limitations beside above claims 1 -8; 
therefore, the claims 11-13 are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to rejecting 
claims 1-8 above. 

Response to Arguments 

1 4. Applicant's arguments and amendments with respect to claims 1 , 3-8, and 11-13 
filed on June 02, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be 
persuasive for the claims 1 , 3-8, and 11-13. 

1 5. In the remarks, the applicant argues that: 

(A) Argument: Goertzel does not teach, show, or suggest the first and second 
devices in the present claims to gather with Internet server. 
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Response: Goertzel teaches or suggests that the first device (client) and second 
device (server) in the present claims to gather with Internet server (RPCSS server) (see 
figures 2-3s and 12). Goertzel does teach that the server system having a RPCSS 
server handles TCP/IP communication protocol and act as Internet server) (figures 2-3s 
and 12; and column 4 lines 35-59). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify Goertzel by specifying the network serve as 
an Internet server since the same functionality of communicating using TCP/IP protocol 
is achieved; therefore, Goertzel explicitly teaches the claimed limitations recited in the 
claim 1 . Accordingly, appellant's arguments that Goertzel fails to disclose these 
limitations are moot. 

(B) Argument: Goertzel and Osborne fail to teach, show, or suggest that "the 
request by the first device includes a message buffer size allocated to message 
reception by the first device for the connection on the first network" as defined in 
claim 1 . 

Response: Osborne does teach that the request by the first device includes a 
message buffer size allocated to message reception by the first device for the 
connection on the first network (see abstract; figure 12; column 5 lines 7-41 ; and 
column 16 line 46 to column 17 line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Osborne stated above in the 
communication method of Goertzel because it would have achieved low overhead in 
multi-user network and processor environment, and saved considerable processing 
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time, which leads to improved network operation; therefore, the combination of Goertzel 
and Osborne explicitly teaches the claimed limitations recited in the claim 1 . 
Accordingly, appellant's arguments that Goertzel and Osborne fail to disclose these 
limitations are moot. 

1 6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final 
action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the 
event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action 
and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date 
the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Contact Information 

1 7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bharat Barot whose Telephone Number is (571) 
272-3979. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 AM to 
3:30 PM. Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number (571) 273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar , can be reached at (571) 272-4006. 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2455 
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